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AMENDMENT A 
(REVISED) 

Sir: 

This is in response to the Office Action dated February 28, 2006. 
Please amend the claims of this application as follows: 
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AMENDMENT A 
(REVISED) 

Sir: 

This is in response to the Examiner's request for further amending with 
respect to the Office Action dated February 28, 2006. The recent Office Action 
from the Patent Office is dated August 17, 2006. 

Enclosed is a Revised Amendment A. addressing the issues raised by the 
Examiner in the most recent Office Action. 

Initially, with respect to claims 69 and 72, these two claims have been 
amended in a manner that should overcome the Sec. 112 issues raised by the 
Examiner. 

With respect to claim 2, it has not been cancelled, as can be seen. 
With respect to claims 5, 7, 8, 16, 18, 21 , 39-53, 57 and 75, the following 
comments can be made. 

Claim 5 has now been made dependant upon newly added claim 79. 



1 



Claim 7 has been made dependant upon newly added claim 79. This was 
an oversight in the first Amendment A. 

Claim 8 is simply dependant upon claim 7. 

In view of the election requirement made by the Examiner, and in view of 
the Office Action dated February 28, 2006, it appears that claims 16, 18, 21, 39- 
53, 57, and 75, have all been withdrawn from the application. This is what the 
Examiner required in the restriction requirement, dated November 23, 2005, and 
as Applicant responded to that restriction requirement, dated December 8, 2005. 

In view of this, it appears that all the claims, as questioned by the 
Examiner in the most recent Office Action, have now been addressed. 

The Examiner's further review of this matter would be appreciated. 




Paul M. Denk 
Attorney for Applicant 
Pat. Off. Reg. No. 22,598 
763 South New Ballas Road, Ste. 170 
St. Louis, Missouri 63I4I 
(314) 872-8136 
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